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Weinberger Charges Expanded 

Prosecutors Seek to Add Seven Statements in Iran-Contra Case 


By George Lardner Jr. 
and Walter Pincus 

Washington Post Staff Writers 

Special prosecutors accused for- 
mer defense secretary Caspar W. 
Weinberger yesterday of seven 
more lies about the Iran-contra 
scandal that they said they want to 
prove at his trial here next month. 

In a filing with U.S. District 
Judge Thomas F. Hogan, the pros- 
ecutors disclosed new notes of 
Weinberger’s that not only seem to 
contradict his previous statements 
but also give additional information 
about the evolution of the scandal 
itself. 

The prosecutors said all seven 
false statements were “closely re- 
lated” to the four-count indictment 
against Weinberger and were im- 
portant to show that he had a mo- 
tive to lie to congressional inves- 
tigators in 1986 and 1987 and to 
keep lying later on to investigators 
for independent counsel Lawrence 
E. Walsh. 

Weinberger’s lawyers have con- 
tended that the effort to prove new 
lies on top of those alleged in the 
indictment would be unfairly prej- 
udicial to .Weinberger's case and tar 
him as a man “with a propensity to 
lie.” 

1 Hogan has said the prosecution is 
entitled to show “prior bad acts” to 


bolster its case, but he balked last 
week on learning that the govern- 
ment wanted to prove as many as 
45 allegedly false statements in ad- 
dition to those in the indictment. 
Yesterday’s filing came in response 
to the judge's admonition that pros- 
ecutors cut back on that plan and 
“delineate precisely” the evidence 
they want to use. 

In a continuing irony of the 
charges against Weinberger, the 
new notes provide fresh evidence of 
how strongly Weinberger opposed 
President Ronald Reagan's desire 
to send arms to Iran in hopes of 
freeing Americans then being held 
hostage in Lebanon by pro-Iranian 
terrorists. 

Five of the seven statements 
were made by Weinberger on Dec. 
17-18, 1986, in successive appear- 
ances before the Senate and House 
intelligence committees; the two 
others were made during a June 17, 
1986, deposition for the House 
Iran-contra investigating commit- 
tee. 

On Dec. 17, 1986, Weinberger 
declared that there were no discus- 
sions “in my presence” about Israeli 
transfers of U.S.-made arms to 
Iran, with replenishment to come 
from U.S. stocks. 

One Weinberger note disclosed 
yesterday, jotted down on Dec. 7, 
1985, said: “Met with Colin Powell 
[then Weinberger's top military as- 


sistant] and Rich Armitage [then a 
deputy assistant secretary of 
state] — re NSC plan to let Israelis 
give Iranians 50 Hawks + 3300 
TOWs in return for 5 hostages. ...” 

Another set of notes, made dur- 
ing a Dec. 10, 1985, White House 
meeting that included Reagan and 
outgoing national security adviser 
Robert C. McFarlane following a 
McFarlane trip to London, said in 
part: “We still must replace 500 
TOWs to Israel.” 

Weinberger also told the Senate 
intelligence committee he did not 
learn of McFarlane’s Dec. 7, 1985, 
trip to London to meet Iranian con- 
tacts until “later” and that he did 
not recall attending the debriefing 
session with McFarlane when he 
returned. 

A Dec. 7, 1985, diary note by 
Weinberger stated: “Called McFar- 
lane in Washington— he is going to 
London to advise President's deci- 
sion that we will not ransom. ...” 

Prosecutors also charged that 
Weinberger lied in telling the Senate 
panel that he had not taken part in 
any discussions about third-party 
funding of the contra rebels in Nic- 
aragua. 

A March 13, 1985, note from 
Weinberger’s diary stated: “Jack 
Vessey [then chairman of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff] in office alone — after 
meeting — Bandar [Saudi Ambassa- 
dor Prince Bandar bin Sultan] is giv- 
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ing $25 million to contras— so all we 

need is nonlethal aid Called Bud 

McFarlane . . . passed on to him Jack 
Vessey’s report. ...” 

At a hearing yesterday on anoth- 
er issue, Hogan said he doubted a 
note by Charles Hill, an aide to for- 
mer secretary of state George P. 
Shultz, would be admissible. The 
note, which prosecutors said was 
written shortly after an Aug. 7, 
1987, phone call between Shultz 
and Weinberger, quotes Shultz as 
stating: 

“Cap takes notes but never re- 
ferred to them so never had to 
cough them up.” Defense lawyers 
attacked the note as double hear- 
say, noting that Shultz has no rec- 
ollection of making such a state- 
ment. Hogan withheld final ruling 
until after the trial begins. 


